THE FAMILY QUARREL
the secret whether they had told anyone of it. Marlborough's
answer was, " Upon my honour, Sire, I told it to nobody
but my wife." " I did not tell it to mine/' was the King's
rejoinder. It was commonly supposed, says \Volseley, that
Sarah had informed her sister, by whom it was communicated
to James and through him to the French Court,
Wolseley cites various authorities for this allegation,3
his chief being Horace Walpole, gossiping years after Marl-
borough's death. He offers in confirmation Burnet, who
does not mention Dunkirk ; Lord Dartmouth, who likewise
does not name Dunkirk; and Carleton, who tells the same
tale in his Memoirs, but in reference to a projected attack
the same year upon Brest! Despite this complete absence
of trustworthy sources, a long string of writers have adopted
the story. If it was true, certainly it was not a case of in-
discretion. Sarah knew how to keep secrets. If anything
leaked out through her it was intentional and at Marl-
borough's instigation; altogether an odious act. But be
patient.
The design against Dunkirk was not formed till August
1692, nor that against Brest till 1694. Marlborough's exclu-
sion from the Council and the Court was in January 1692.
William did not speak to him again till 1695. It is therefore
rather difficult to fix a date for the King's pungent rebuke.
There was, in fact, no moment when such a conversation
could have taken place. The dialogue itself is as old as the
hills. It is one of those anecdotes which travel down from
generation to generation and, if they seem to fit, are fastened
by gossips to the names of prominent people who are under
the frown of power.
Marlborough took his dismissal, and the abuse> deserved
and undeserved, let loose upon him in the highest circles,
with unconcern. He had deliberately courted a breach with
the King. He may have been surprised that his influence,
connexions, services, and ability had not counted for more:
evidently he had overrated their value. But he was not the
man to take a course of action without counting the cost:
1 Wolseley, ii, 265.    His reference is to the 1734 edition of Bumet
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